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LORD ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY, 


PRIMATE AND METROPOLITAN OF 


My Lox p, 


gai has or has not any reference to the co- 


ming of Chriſt, hath for many ages been a diſputed 


point among the profeſſors of ſacred criticiſm. Some 


have thought the alluſion to the Meſſiah's advent fo 
clearly and ſtrongly marked in it, that they have on 
this ground warmly aſſerted the truth of their opi- 
nion, though without being able to ſolve all the dif- 
ficulties with which it was embarraſſed. Whilſt 
others have controverted that opinion with no leſs 


earneſtneſs, from a perſuaſion that thoſe difficulties | 


were wholly inſurmountable, and of ſufficient weight 
to invalidate every plauſible appearance in its favour. 
It muſt however be acknowledged, that none of theſe 


opponents have ſubſtituted an interpretation of their 
don 


HETHER the celebrated prophecy of Hag- 


E 
own, which has not been liable to ſtill more and 
greater objections. If my attempt, which I have now 
the honour of ſubmitting to your Grace and the Pub- 
lic, ſhall prove ſucceſsful in removing thoſe obſtruc- 
tions, which have hitherto prevented a clear and juſt 


apprehenſion of this prophecy, I ſhall rejoice in the 


advantage that will thence reſult to the chriſtian 


cauſe ; as I ſhall alſo in the opportunity afforded me, 
with your Grace's kind permiſſion, of publiſhing | 
my gratitude for the many marks of favour I have 
received at your hands, but more particularly for the 
flattering diſtinction of having been recommended 
by your Grace, on your own voluntary motion, for 
the dignified ſtation, which I have now the honour 
to fill in this Univerſity, Be pleaſed to accept the 
moſt grateful acknowled gments and reſpectful — 
of 
My Lo bp, 


Your Gzacz's moſt dutiful 


| : and obliged humble Servant, 
- CunisT-Cuvacn, 2 | 

Dec. 12. 1788. | Es 
£ BENJAMIN BLAVNE x. 


H AGG A II. 6, 5, 8, 9. 


FoR THUS SAITH THF LORD OF HOSTS; YET ONCT, 
IT IS A LITTLE WHILE, AND. I WILL SHAKE THF 
HEAVENS, AND THE EARTH, AND THE SEA, AND TAE 
DRY LAND; | 

AND I WILL SHAKE ALL NATIONS, AND THE DESIRE 
OF ALL NATIONS SHALL COME: AND I WILL FILL THIS 
HOUSE WITH GLORY, SAITH THE LORD OF HOSTS. 
Tur SILVER IS MINE, AND THE GOLD 1$ MINE; 
' SAITH THE LORD or HOSTS. 
THE GLORY OF THIS LATTER HOUSE SHALL BE 
GREATER THAN OF THE FORMER, SAITH THE LORD 
OF HOSTS: AND IN THIS PLACE WILL I GIVE PEACE, 
SAITH THE LORD OF HOSTS. 


X VERY learned and ingenious perſon, in cloſing 

his remarks upon this prophecy, has given it as his 
opinion, that “the moſt plauſible objections to the chriſtian 
religion have been made out of the weak arguments, 
« which have been advanced in its ſupport*.” And ſo far 
I heartily agree with him as to the general. But in his ap- 


Pr. Heberden in Biſhop Newcome's excellent Commentary on the Minor Pro- 
phets. p. 171. | 
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plication of the implied cenſure to the paſſage before us, 
which has commonly been underſtood to contain a direct 
prophecy of the Meſſiah's coming, I cannot but think him 
abſolutely wrong. For can there, ſays he, © be a weaker 
„argument than that, which ſets out with doing violence 
„to the original text, in order to form a prophecy ; and 
then contradicts the expreſs teſtimony of the beſt hiſtorian 
* of thoſe times, in order to ſhew that it has been accom- 
* pliſhed *? ”—It will, I truſt, be matter of ſome ſatisfacti- 
on to this audience, and not leſs ſo to the reſpectable author of 
the preceding paragraphs, who is himſelf a warm and zealous | 
advocate in the cauſe of reyelation, if I am able to ſhew, 
that without any conſtrained interpretation of the original 
text, or injury to the credit of Joſephus, the hiſtorian al- 

luded to, the prophecy may, and muſt, be underſtood as 
directly pointing to the coming of Chriſt, and the future 
eſtabliſhment of the evangelical diſpenſation. 

The occafion upon which this prophecy was delivered was 
this. After a long interruption, which had been cauſed 
by the oppoſition made by the hoſtile neighbours of the 
Jews to the rebuilding of their temple, that people in the 
ſecond year of Darius Hyſtaſpes, at the inſtigation of God 
himſelf by the prophet Haggai, and under the direction of 
Zerubbabel their governor, and Joſhua the high-prieſt, 
began once more to take in hand the proſecution of the 
work. It is not to be wondered at, if, in conſideration of 

„ Ibid. c Haggai i. 
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the low and diſtreſſed circumſtances they were in at that 
time, they ſhould have deſpaired of raiſing the building to 
the fame ſtate of ſplendor and magnificence, in which it 
had been originally built by Solomon; and that this conſi- 
deration ſhould have excited melancholy thoughts and re- 
flexions in the minds of thoſe, who remembered it in its 
former glory. To remove theſe gloomy thoughts, which 
hung upon their ſpirits, and had a tendency to ſlacken their 
vigour in carrying forward the buſineſs in hand, was un- 
doubtedly the immediate defign of God's providence in ac- 
quainting them with a circumſtance that otherwiſe could not 
have been known to them; which was, that the temple they 
were then building, notwithſtanding the preſent unpromiſing 
appearances, ſhould in time arrive at a higher degree of 
glory than that, which they were now diſpoſed to conſider 
as ſo much its ſuperior. This at leaſt is what has been ge- 
nerally agreed on-; and the ſole matter of queſtion ſeems. 
to have been, what were the circumſtances which con- 
ſtituted the glory ſpoken of, and in what manner the pro- 
phecy had its accompliſhment, whether by the influx of 
wealth, and the addition of coſtly ornaments of ſilver and 
gold, or by the ſtill more glorious preſence of the Meſſiah 
himſelf, and the bleſſings conſequent upon his appearance. 
It muſt be acknowledged, that to which ſide ſoever of 
the queſtion we incline, the difficulties to be encountered 
© See Appendix, Note [A] 
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with wear at firſt view a formidable aſpect. If by the glory 
we ſhould underſtand the magnificence of the ſtructure, or 
the rich and precious furniture with which the temple was 
decorated, there is little reaſon to believe, that the ſecond 
temple, built under the direction of Zerubbabel, ever did 
arrive at an equal, much leſs a ſuperior, degree of ſplendor 
to that of Solomon*. Nay the contrary is evident, namely, 
that the ſecond temple fell vaſtly ſhort of the firſt both in 
largeneſs and height, and moſt probably in the richneſs of 
its ornaments ; if we at all credit the ſpeech which Herod is 
ſaid to have made to the Jews, preparatory to his taking of 
it down in order to rebuild it; in which he ſtates it to have 
been the main object he had in view, to reſtore it once again 
to its primary dimenſions and grandeur. As to any addi- 
tional wealth or ſplendor that might afterwards have ac- 
crued, when Herod had rebuilt the temple, and enlarged it, 
and expended immenſe ſums on it's decoration, all that, I 
conceive, mult on the preſent footing of the queſtion be ſet 
aſide, as being wholly foreign to the account. For if Herod 
actually pulled down the old temple from its foundations, 
and erected a new one in its room, as he is ſaid to have 
done , how glorious and ſplendid ſoever it were, it was no 
longer the temple which was built under Zerubbabel, and 
of which Haggai propheſied, but one as totally diſtin& from 
it, as that of Zerubbabel was from the temple of Solomon. 


© See Appendix, Note [B] f Ibid. Note [C]! 8 Ibid, Note (D] h 
The 
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The glory then, which came not till Zerubbabel's temple 
was no more, could not in any wiſe be ſaid to have diſtin- 
guiſhed that temple in preference to Solomon's, or indeed 
to any other. And it is this very conſideration, which has 
furniſhed the principal objection againſt the common inter- 
pretation, which ſuppoſes the glory to reſpect the Meſſiah's 
advent. For the Meſſiah undoubtedly came not while the 
temple of Zerubbabel was ſtanding; and conſequently his 
preſence could not have contributed at all to its glory. And 
therefore thoſe, who are poſitive that the Meſſiah's coming 
was certainly intended in the prophecy, have many of them 
been led to queſtion the veracity of Joſephus as an hiſtori- 
an, upon whoſe ſingle teſtimony the truth of Herod's hav- 
ing wholly taken down the old temple, and built one en- 
tirely new, is thought to reſt®. For « if Joſephus's relation 
« be true,” ſay they, © the prophecy of Haggai could not 
% have had its accompliſhment ; and therefore Joſephus 
«© muſt have been a falſe hiſtorian, or Haggaia falſe prophet.” 
An alarming alternative indeed ! For it were hard to con- 
ceive that a writer of ſuch approved excellence as Joſephus 
would have invented and inſerted in his hiſtory a falſehood, 
which muſt have been known to be ſuch, and could ſo eafily 
have been diſproved, by many of his contemporaries. And 
for what purpoſe ? To aggrandize the character of Herod, 

h See a Pamphlet intitled, Evipexce that the Relation of Joſephus concerning 


Herod's having new built the Temple at Jeruſalem is eicher falſe or miſinterpreted, = 
Oxford. MDCCLXXXV111, g | | 


it 
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it ſeems; a prince, whoſe memory, [notwithſtanding his 
benefactions, was held in no high eſtimation among the 
Author's countrymen the Jews, nor even among the Ro- 
mans themſelves, with whom the Author is ſuppoſed wil 
ling to ingratiate himſelf . But not to dwell on the abſurdity 
of ſuch a motive, beſides the arguments which have been 
already produced by a very valuable member of this Univer- 
ſity in ſupport of the hiſtory *®, let it be remembered, that in 
the Goſpel itſelf we find a concurrent proof of the fact 
which Joſephus has related. For when the Jews told our 
Saviour, that * their temple had been forty and fix years in 
« building ',” they manifeſtly referred back to the exact pe- 
riod of time, when Herod i is ud to * taken the building 
in hand *. 

But if the hiſtorian's narrative be true, does it therefore 
neceſſarily follow that the prophecy is falſe ? There will not, 
I think, be found any ſuch inconſiſtency between them, if 
we fairly examine the original text, which ſtates no ſuch op- 
poſition, according to my judgment, between the firſt and 
ſecond temple, as implies the neceſſity of a- falſehood on the 
one ſide, or on the other. For in the Hebrew the words 
will be found to ſtand preciſely thus — GREAT $8HALL 
BE THE GLORY OF THIS HOUSE, THE LATTER MORE 

i See Appender, Note LE] 

* See an excellent Pamphlet intitled, RewArxs on Joſephus's account of 


Herod's rebuilding the temple at Jeruſalem, by T. Bux oss, A. M. Fellow of 
C. C. C. Oxford, &c. Oxford MDccLxxxvill. 


1 John ii. 20. m See Appendix, Note [F] 
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THAN THE FORMER". So that the words LATTER and 
FORMER may as well be conſtructed with TE GLoky, as 
with THis HovsE. Accordingly the Seventy have actually 
adopted this conſtruction, and render, THE LATTER GLORY 
OF THIS HOUSE SHALL BE GREATER THAN THE FOR- 
MER *; and the context ſeems evidently to juſtify the pro- 
priety of their tranſlation. For in the introductory part of 

this prophecy the word IRS or FORMER is manifeſtly ap- 
plied to GLORY, and not to THIs HousE. © Who is left 

% among you, that ſaw this houſe in her FIRST cLoky ? 
„and how do ye ſee it now? Is it not in your eyes in com- 
& pariſon of it as nothing* ?” It is manifeſt too, that in this 
paſſage the term 1 HIS HovusE is not confined in its applica- 
tion to the houſe which the Jews were then building, but is 
undeniably meant of Solomon's temple. Nor indeed is it ge- 
nerally neceſſary to render a houſe identically the ſame, ac- 
cording to the common acceptation of language, that it be 

built at one and the ſame time, and exactly of the ſame form 
and materials; it is ſufficient, though it ſhould have been 
rebuilt at different times ſucceſſively, if it be erected ſtill 
on the ſame ſcite, and devoted to the ſelf ſame purpoſe. It 
is the houſe of God, the temple appropriated to divine wor- 
ſhip at Jerpſalem, which is intended by THIs Housr, whe- 


OY : OO Ib pe m an n Y 
* See Appendix, Note [G] | 
y Haggai il. 3. 
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ther built by Solomon, by the Jews under Zerubbabel, or 
by Herod. In like manner as we uſually ſpeak of what has 
been tranſacted in the Church of ST. PAur's at London, as 
well before its demolition, as ſince it has been rebuilt in its 
preſent ſplendor, as done in one and the ſame Church. 
| Were it otherwiſe, how could Solomon's temple be called 
THIS HOUSE, as it is in the paſſage juſt now cited? Or how 
are we to underſtand the words (Ezra v. 11, 12, 13. ) which 
the Jews are ſaid to have ſpoken in anſwer to the Perſian 
Officers, who demanded of them what authority they had 
for rebuilding their temple ? „ We are,” ſay they; „the 
« ſervants of the God of heaven and earth, and build THE 
„ Housk that was builded theſe many years ago, which a 
great king of Iſrael builded and (et up. But after that 
« our fathers had provoked the God of heaven unto wrath, 
< he gave them into the hand of Nebuchadnezzar, the king 
of Babylon, the Chaldean, who deſtroyed THis HOUSE, 
and carried the people away into Babylon. But in the firſt 
« year of Cyrus the king of Babylon, the ſame king Cyrus 
© made a decree to build THIS HOUSE of God.“ Here it 

is plain, that the words ulis HOUSE are alternately applied 
to the temple of Solomon, and that built under Zerubbabel, 
and may certainly as well be extended to that of Herod. 
So that allowing the conſtruction now brou ght forward, there 
remains no longer a contradiction between Joſephus's hiſtory 
and the prophecy in queſtion, whether we chooſe to under- 


ſtand 
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ſtand by THE GLORY the wealth and decorations introduced 
by Herod and thoſe that followed after him, or the mani- 
feſtation of the divine preſence in the ſame temple by the 
Meſſiah's coming. Which of theſe two is to be preferred, is 
a point that may now, I think, be determined upon without 
much heſitation. T 
The terms of this prophecy are in themſelves fo clear and 
diſcriminate, ſo little liable to be miſtaken, that hardly, I 
ſuppoſe, would there have been two opinions concerning its 
application, at leaſt among thoſe who were at all verſed in 
the language of ſcripture, or had right notions of the nature 
and deſign of prophecy in general, had it not been for the 
Intervention of the before-mentioned difficulty. It was this 
circumſtance, no doubt, of its apparent inconſiſtency with 
the truth of hiſtory, which prejudiced the minds of very 
many learned and judicious inquirers againſt an interpretation 
the moſt obvious and natural that could be, and made them 
willing to -accept of any other plauſible conſtruction of the 
words, how conſtrained ſoever, rather than admit of a ſenſe, 
in which, according to their preconceived notions, they ſavy 
it impoſſible for the prophecy ever to have had its accom- 
pliſhment. Had it not been for the influence of this preju- 
dice, would the very reſpectable author of the remark cited 
at the beginning of this diſcourſe * have paſſed ſo ſevere a 
cenſure on thoſe, who had thought themſelves juſtified in 
1 Pag. 1. 55 
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interpreting NR or N, take which of the two you 
pleaſe, THE DESIRE or DELIGHT, inſtead of THE pRE- 
CLOVS of DESIRABLE THINGS, of all nations, as he would 
rather render it? I ſay N1BN or MEN, take which ever of 
the two you like beſt; for it is certain, that both are equally 
applicable to a ſingle perſon, though the latter perhaps with | 
a fignification ſomewhat. more intenſe than the former, as 
is plain from the inſtance of Daniel, Ch. ix. 24. who is 
there ſtiled NYN2N, in the plural, One greatly: beloved 
Was not the Meſſiah the. promiſed: ſeed, of whom: it was 
told, and that repeatedly, to Abraham, that in him ſhould 
« all the families, or nations, of the earth; be bleſſed? ?” 
Was it not He, „to whom the gathering, or as it is in 
ſome verſions, perhaps more properly, tranſlated; the ex- 
«+ petation. of the people ſhould be:? Was he not declared 
« to be ordained for a light to the Gentiles, to miniſter ſal- 
« yation unto the ends of the earth? And might he not 


then juſtly, and in a ſenſe far above all others, be {tiled 


OMNIUM GENT1UM! DESIDERIUM - ET DELICE®, © the 
defire and delight of all nations,“ even of thoſe who ante- 
cedently knew him not, but were afterwards to enjoy the 
benefit of his appearance? And-what could be more auguſt; 
more majeſtically glorious than ſuch an appearance? What 
was there that could ſo much contribute te the glory of the 


Y : Seb By. Newebtue on the Minor ban, wer p · 168. TER Gen. x xxil. 
18. xxv1. 4 xxvili. 14. . 
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temple, as the coming of Him, of whom the prophet Ma- 
lachi likewiſe propheſied that « he ſhould come to his temple, 
« the Lord whom ye ſeek, ſays he, © the Angel of the 
© covenant in whom ye delight, behold, he ſhall come, 
« ſaith the Lord of hofts" ?” Then was the temple indeed 
filled with the glory of the Lord; then, and then only, 
did the latter glory of the houſe become greater than that 
which it had at the beginning. For we read, that when 
Solomon had finiſhed his building, „the cloud filled the 
„ houſe of the Lord, ſo that the prieſts could not ſtand to 
40 © miniſter becauſe of the cloud; for the glory of the Lord 
had filled the houſe of the Lord*.” This was the SE“ 
CHINAH, that glorious ſymbol of the divine preſence, which 
viſibly reſted over the ark between the Cherubim, fo long 
as the temple of Solomon was in being. But when that 
temple was deſtroyed by the Chaldeans, the cloud of glory 
was removed, and, as we learn, never afterwards deigned 
to reviſit the houſe. And what could ſufficiently compen- 
ſate for its abſence? Not all the ſplendor and magnificence, 
which the treaſures of the whole earth could ſupply, ſup- 
poſing them ſtill more abundantly greater than ever were 
actually brought for the decoration of the temple, could 
have made the glory of any future building, where this em- 
blem of majeſty was wanting, in any wiſe equal, much leſs 
ſuperior to that which was derived from it. And therefore 


* Malachi iii. 1. 5 * 1 Kings viii. 10, 11. 
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it is certain, that by the acceſſion of any ſuch treaſures the 
prophecy never could have had its accompliſhment, But it 
was then fulfilled in its fulleſt ſcope and meaning, when 
inſtead of the ſymbol the houſe was irradiated with the actual 
preſence of Hi, © who was the brightneſs of his Father's 
glory, and the expreſs image of his perſon”,” and “ in 
« whom dwelt all the fulneſs of the Godhead bodily*.” 
How poor, how mean and deſpicable, muſt all «© the precious, 


« the deſirable things of the nations,” THz SILVER anD 


THE GOLD, appear in the eyes of God at leaſt, whatever 
they may do in the eyes of man? And therefore though 

he claimed the abſolute property and dominion of theſe, ſo 
as to have them to beſtow where he pleaſed, it was not with 
them that he meant to diſtinguiſh thoſe who were deſtined 

to be the future objects of his favour'. For them he had a 
far more valuable preſent in reſerve, even the bleſſing of 
peace; for IN THIS PLACE, ſays he, WILL I GIVE PEACE. 
And moſt aſſuredly he gave it; but not that continuance of 
temporal peace and proſperity, which the Jews looked for 
from the Meſſiah's coming; nor yet that peace which others 
have choſen to underſtand by it, a peace of mind ariſing 
from the contemplation of God's returning care and provi- 
dential regard re his people, diſcoverable in the renewed 


"0 Heb. i. 3. , Col. li. 9. See Appendix, Note [H] 
* See Abp. Secker's note cited in Biſhop Newcome's Appendix to his Commen- 
tary « on the Minor Prophets, p. 241. 
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ſplendor of the place of his habitation among them ; for 
had that been intended, it muſt have proved in the end a 
very deluſive and ill grounded peace and ſecurity; ſince it 
was at the very time when the temple ſhone forth in its 
greateſt luſtre, that God was preparing to bring both upon 
it and them the moſt terrible and laſting deſtruction. Nor 
yet was it what the Seventy have added in their verſion as a 
part of the text, but which was moſt probably at firſt no 
more than a marginal explanation, in time brought into it 
accidentally and without authority, namely peace of ſoul 
« for a poſſeſſion to every one that laboureth in the building 
« for the ſake of reſtoring this temple*;” which were a very 
low and confined ſenſe of the term PEACE, altogether un- 
ſuitable to the lofty ſtyle and gravity of the context. No; 
but it was the GOSPEL oF PEACE, the reconciliation effected 
between God and Man by the remiſſion of ſins; it was 
_ doubtleſs this that was intended, and was beſtowed, when 
he, the very PRINCE oF PEACE*, cauſed that goſpel to be 
tendered to the acceptance of all nations, himſelf beginning 
to preach it in perſon at Jeruſalem*. And what ſhall we ſay 
of that ſhaking,” that univerſal commotion, announced 
in the beginning of this prophecy, which was to affect © the 
* heavens and the earth, and the ſea, and the dry land, and 


Þ Kai eignen Yunus ts wi, War Tw xTIGONTL, TE a,“ v va THT, LXX. 
Luke ii. 14. Rom, x. 15. Eph. ii. 16, 17, 18. 4 Iſai. ix. 6, 
Matth. xxviii. 19. Mark xvi. 15. Luke xxiv. 47. 
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« all nations?” What elſe could be intended by it; but 
that thorough change and revolution which took: place at 
the Meſſiah's coming in the religious circumſtances of the 
whole world, when the Jewiſh Diſpenſation, having, ful-. 
filled its courſe, was brought to an end, when the vail was 
rent, and all the other nations were called off from their va- 
rious idolatries, and admitted all upon an equal footing to 
join in the pure and, ſpiritual. warſhip, of the, one. only true 
and living. God? Hath there been, can there be, a rational 
account given of any other convulſion in any degree adequate 
to the terms here made uſe of? But we are juſtified, in ap- 
plyit ng it in the manner now, mentioned by. ng leſs authority 
than that of the inſpired | writer of the Epiſtle, to the He- 
brews ; who. i in comparing the Goſpel Covenant with that, of 
the Law, which alſo was introduced by, God himſelf among 
the ewWs. with. great ſolemnity, ſays, Whoſe voice then 
« ſhook the earth,” namely, at the giving of the law; but 
cc now he hath promiſed, ſaying, Vet once more I ſhake, not 
40 the earth only, but alſo heaven. And this word, Vet once 
more, ſignifieth the removing of thoſe things that are ſha- 
ken, as of things that are made, or rather, that have been 
made and completed, « that thoſe things which cannot 
„ be ſhaken,” meaning the everlaſtigg Goſpel, may re- 
« main.“ — Thus clear, conſiſtent and harmonious in all 
its parts doth this prophecy appear, and is diſcerned to 


1 VET οπ¾ÿmZ¹¼ů/., 5 "Y Heb. 12. 26, 27. 
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be fully verified and accompliſhed by the coming of Chriſt, 
now that the impediment is removed, which caſt a dark 
ſhade of confuſion and perplexity around it. And if it 
is ſo much indebted for its illuſtration to the alteration I 
have ventured to make in the tranſlation, doth not the il- 
luſtration reflect back in turn a very ſtrong 3 proof 
of the propriety of the alteration ? 

Allow me to add a ſhort obſervation before I conclude ; 


which is, That as nothing can afford a ſtronger argument 


in favour of Chriſtianity than its agreement with the teſti- 
mony of the ancient prophets; ſo the more perfectly the 
writings of thoſe prophets are underſtood, the better ground 
| ſhall we have for our belief in the truths of the Goſpel. 


Let us then “ ſearch the ſcriptures ” diligently, as our Sa- 


viour himſelf recommended, for they,” ſaid he, „ are 
« they which teſtify of me*.” But in order to ſearch them 
effectually, and ſtudy them with the beſt advantage, a com- 
petent knowledge of the language in which they were ori- 
ginally written is an indiſpenſable qualification. 


b John v. 39. 
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. [A] 


I Say, Fe ally agreed on ;” for the Brsnoy of ExRTER (in his 
Sermon before the Society for the propagation of the Goſpel, 
1785) has exhibited an explanation of this prophecy totally diffe- 
tent. His Lordſhip ſuppoſes, that the prophet, when he ſays that 
** the glory of the latter houſe ſhall be greater than the glory of the 
« former, does not intend to make any compariſon between the ma- 
ce. terial temples, whatever pretenſions each of them may have had; 
« but is carried on by the ſpirit of prophecy to take a view of grea- 
<.ter and more diſtant objects, and to compare in the uſual language 


c and figurative ſtyle of oriental eloquence, the diſpenſation of reli - 


e gion which was to take place in the kingdom of the Meſſiah, 
with that which had been eſtabliſhed by Moſes.” Should this in- 
terpretation appear to any one ill grounded, it is nevertheleſs urged 
with ſo much candor, good ſenſe, and ſobriety, not without a plau- 
ſibility of argument at leaft, that on theſe accounts, as well as in re- 


gard to the rank and character of its Author, it is juſtly intitled to 


a temperate and reſpectful diſcuſſion. For my part, I ſhall not de- 
ſcend to particulars, but ſhall content myſelf with offering an obſer- 
vation or two, which in my opinion militate ſtrongly and equally. 


qgainſt any allegorical interpretation of this prophecy. In the firſt. 


place I am perſuaded, that where the literal ſenſe is natural and con- 
ſiſtent, and qualified with a reaſonable ſhare of dignified importance 
(as I truſt it will here appear to be) there is no ſufficient ground, 
nar 1s it ſafe, to quit the plain and direct path, in order to ſearch 
for myſtical meanings in the mazes of allegory. Secondly, Where 


Allegory is intended, and there is danger of miſapprehending the 
6 words 


Gn 


words literally, ſome note of diſcrimination may juſtly be expected, 
in order to point out the figurative application. When the Meſſiah 
is propheſied of as a foundation or corner ſtone ;” Hui xxviii. 16. 
when Chriſtians are faid to be © built upon the foundation of the 
ce apoſtles and prophets, Jeſus Chriſt himſelf being the chief corner 
« ſtone, in whom all the building fitly. framed together, groweth 
c unto an holy temple in the Lord.” Epheſ. ii. 20, 21. in theſe and ſuch 
like inſtances referred to, the deſign. is ſo plain and manifeſt from the 
context, or from the impoſſibility of a literal: acceptation of the 
terms, that there is no likelihood of its being miſtaken. But when 
our Saviour ſtanding in the temple, and being aſked for a ſign of 
the authority by which he acted in vindication of the ſacredneſs of 
the houſe, replied, © Deſtroy this temple, and in three days I will 
« raiſe it up; John ii. 19. the Jews were neceſſarily deeeived (as 
it was probably meant they ſhould be) and every one elſe that heard 
or read thoſe words muſt have been at a loſs too, had it not imme- 
diately followed, But he ſpake of the temple of his body. In like 
manner, if while the people were actually employed in rebuilding 
the temple, and the prophet was eneouraging them to ge on vigo- 
rouſty with the work, he had meant under the term “ this houſt 
to ſpeak of any other than the material temple, of an allegorical 
edifice, * a houſe not made with hands, weuld the diſcovery of 
this intention have been leſt to mere eaſual conjecture, without the 
leaſt mark of diſtinction to juſtify ſueh a deflexion from the ordinary 
rules of interpretation? And the ſame obſervation will hold alſo 
with reſpect to the paſſage in Zechariah, Ch. vi. 12— 15. which 
the Difhop has. cited as parallel to this of Haggai, but which, in 
my opinion, is alſo to be underſtood literally, although the terms 
made uſe of may be (whether deſignedly or not, God W ahed ap- 
plicable to perſons and things belonging to latter days. 
IB] Dx. Hezprxpzn thinks it © probable that the ſecond 
« temple was in no reſpect inferior to the firſt,” except in the 
«© want 


6 
& want of the afk and the ſhechinah*;” that is, it was at leaſt equal 
in external ſplendor and magnificence. To judge of the probabili- 


ty, it will be proper to confider the ſums expended on the firſt tem- 


ple. If the filver and gold, which David ſaid he had prepared fot 
the houſe of the Lord, be taken according as the account now ſtands 
in the Hebrew text, 1 Chro. xxii. 14. the amount would be 825 
millions of pounds ſterling *. A larger fum perhaps than was ever 
expended on any other fingle building. But admit a miſtake in the 
numerals, and take the tenth part only, according to Joſephus, (An- 
tiq. I. vir. c. xiv.) who here at leaſt ſeems not diſpoſed to exaggerate, 
and add the other fums of gold and filver faid to be given by David 


and his ſubjects over and above the preceding, 1 Chron. xxix. 3, 4, 7- 


and the whole will ſtill amount to near 130 millions of pounds ſter- 
ling,, the gold and ſilver only. To theſe muſt {till be added the va- 
lue of the jewels and precious ſtones which David had prepared, 


and which his ſubjects gave, all that were found with them; of the 


braſs and of the iron, which are deſcribed to be without weight and 
number; of the timber and marble and other ſtones for building, 
which alſo are ſaid to have been provided in abundance ; and, which 
perhaps may have exceeded all the reſt, what Solomon himſelf may 
be ſuppoſed to have given according to his father's exhortations, 
and his own immenſe wealth and princely ſpirit ; and upon the moſt 
moderate calculation the whole expence cannot be rated at fo little 
as 200 millions of pounds fterling. — On the other hand, the 
veſſels of gold. and ſilver reſtored by Cyrus, though a valuable pre- 
ſent, were in compariſon of the above eſtimate as nothing ; the va- 
lue of the preſents made by Artaxerxes and his courtiers, as well as 
by the Jews themſelves, according to the weight ſet down Ezra viii. 

26, 27. will amount to about 800, 000 L, or a little more; let thoſe 
two articles be ſet at two millions of pounds ſterling (which I think 


4 Bp. Nee on the Minor Prophets, Note [4] P. 171. 


v See Brerewodd's Tractatus de ponderibuz et pretiis veterum nummorum, ve to 
Walton's Polyglott, p. 32. 
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will be a large allowance) and ſubſtracted; and can it be ſuppoſed 
from any authentic repreſentation we have of: the circumſtances of 
the Jews between the building of the temple and the reign of An- 

_ tiochus Epiphanes, who plundered. it, that they could have ſupplied 
a ſum equivalent to the remainder? Nor: does it appear from any. 
thing faid in the account of the plundering of the temple by that 
prince, that he found any thing like ſuch a treaſure in it: But if it 
was not ſo rich and ſplendid at that-time, there is.ſtill leſs likelihood 
of its having become ſo afterwards. before. Herod's time, Who, as we 
ſhall ſee in the next note, expreſly declares it to have been otherwiſe. . 

[C] Joſeph. Ant. Lib. xv. Cap. xi. Tov yap vac Tow woe 
jeITay pv Tw fut ieh Ow Fatigis nurripu pita 71) 5% B Eννν,Elß 
vacaow. Ey F eaurw pos To eye Fog es Ves eg pecorrœ ne 7 
croY g vrtpe N 0 pwr eee e Frnouey avtoxodepuyre. Kay undes 
Aptnuc evoricuas Tw vH x H,. YyEyo eg 8 Wap EXEWOLS * 
EAAT TIN o v aka ravre xo; Kupos xa; Afaprios o Toams Toh. 
Heros Tys dopmoicos edv, oig £xever Kay rig ATC d ANTE, Xo 
Heer ext Maxideoiw, 8% £9ge esp v0 pf vn cu SES - 
roy eig raurey avayayeus pry. Exeid & vo e Her h Oe G 
dne, Tipit5s oh d fine signs, Kay KTHTIS: XprpLaTHAY, / fut Nos 
po od bey, To d. ptyi5ov, Oi x a evo e Wr (ws £705 ETD) 
ger rules Pupeartt, TepaTouypay, T0 Tapper per cer Mn xa; duNς TE 
porees xpors diopFypuireg, THNeiar air od, To Fra I avs” wy tux - 
rsd Tys Bacinens woriGagy, IO 
„ Fhis temple was built for the ſervice of the ſupreme God by our 
« forefathers aſter their return from Babylon. But in reſpe& to ſize 
« it was deficient- ſixty cubits in height, for ſo much was it exceeded 
by that former one which Solomon built. Nor let any one blame 
c our fathers for want of pious exertion ;' ſince it was not their 
fault that the temple was leſs, But both Cyrus and Darius Hyſtaſ- 
« pes preſcribed theſe meaſures for the building; to whom and to 
= t their deſcendants they being in ſubjection, as they were afterwards 
4# eto the Macedonians, had it not in their power to renew tlie firſt 
| « plan of piety on the ſame ſcale of magnitude as before (literally, 
« to bring back the firſt plan of piety to the ſams magnitude.) But ſince 
1 be. ; | cc ] 
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«T now reign by the will of God, and have over and above the ad- 


« yantage of a long peace, a great deal of ready money alſo, and a 
ce large revenue, and, what is above all, am ſecure of the friend- 
ce ſhip and goodwill of the Romans, who are (as I may ſay) ſove- 
ce reign Lords of the univerſe, I will endeavour, by rectifying 
ce whatever has been left imperfect through the neceſſity and ſervi- 


ce tude of former times, to render the devotion of this kingdom 
complete, in return to God for the bleſſings I have received.” 

I. cannot help noticing, that from this ſpeech there is little reaſon 
to conclude that the ſecond temple was either three times, or even 


double the breadth of Solomon's ; as it muſt have been, if it had 


been ſixty cubits broad, as: ſtated Ezra vi. 3. ſince the firſt tem- 


ple was only twenty cubits in breadth, or with the ſide chambers 
thirty at the moſt. Would Herod have ſaid, that our fathers were 


hindered from carrying the plan of their building to its original. 
magnitude, if the Perſians inſtead of curbing had really enlarged 
the meaſures of it one way, as much as they had leſſened them an- 
other? Nor does it ſeem likely that the Jews at that time would have 
ſought ſuch an enlargement, but would have. been .content, if their. 
circumſtances would have enabled them to execute a plan which had 
been found ſufficient in their moſt flouriſhing times. But the truth 


feems to have been, that Cyrus had it in view to prevent the tem- 


ple's being made uſe of as a fortreſs, which by its ſtrength might 


| tempt: the people ſome time or other to rebel ; he therefore limited 
the height, but leftthe length and breadth as before; both which were 


probably expreſſed in the original decree. For it may be, that a tran- 
ſcriber having written p2& dy d, his eye may have glanced over HDD 
INN) to another. pod, which he thinking to be the ſame as he 
had before ſet down wrote pe: after it, omitting the intermediate 


words pott PINK) P"DY- Joſephus indeed gives the decree ex- 


actly as it now ſtands in Ezra; but the mutilated copy may have 


been eſtabliſhed before his time. This however ] throw out merely 
as matter of conjecture. 


[D] 


E 


(22) 


D] Avidaw 0: Tus LIN HAYS F; fue, ROY narabanouens, ET3p3cy 
EF cr Toy vc Meins, fue! DAY eon erer XV, 70 by ves a 
eo: r %νο, Bs 7 Xun cunt nravruy Tow era vreCn. wes Takin 
away the old foundations, and laying new ones, he built the temple 


upon them, in length an hundred cubits, and in height the fame, 
and twenty more, which laſt twenty it ſunk afcerwards, the founda- 
tions having given way.“ * Joſeph. Antiq. Lib. xv. Cap. _ 

[E] The following character which Joſephus gives of Herod 
Ant, lib. xvii. e. vili. ia not very ffattering to the memory of his ſup- 
poſed hero. Au wars prev is wobvres onouws, Kot cn prev nortov, 
plone 0, TH diu, Tp Os. tt Kew rig STepes KeXpr_neves cups re. en re 
yp dur Bans ravages, xo ad lung CL LIL AGTODD 
aura oK Qadhaciu, , T8 (yp en h r-. o d Tai 


cr ci, Wet det TSS dur, 008 fu Th eu, bk un i 


Zi ut conmires, die To Kpwas eL. vga ru, u vga, Gustl S* Ne 
Xa dv W.. cc A man ferocious in his manners alike towards 


« al}, of ungovernable paſſion, devoid of all regard, for Juſtice ; z but 
« 4 favourite of fortune, if: any man ever was. For having been 


« raiſed to a throne from a private ſtation, and ſurrounded with. num- 
« berleſs dangers, be fairly eſcaped them all, and died at a very ad- 
e yanced age. As to his domeſtic concerns, reſpecting his ſons, ac- 
06 cording to his own opinion, he was in high good luck, for ſuch 
« he deemed the not having failed to get the better of his enemies 1 
but in my judgment, he was altogether the reverſe,” | 
[E It appears from J oſephus (Ant. I. xvii. c. viii. De B. J. is i, 


c. xxxili.) that Herod's reign was differently computed, from the time 


when he was declared King by the Romans, and from the death of 
Antigonus, which happened three years after; ſo that in the one 


FH ® Z 


ares to reconcile two paſſages of the fame hiſtorian, in one of 


which he is ſaid to have begun his building of the temple in the 


18th year of his reign, and in the other to have executed what he 
did there in the 15th year of his reign (Ant. I. xv. c. xi. De B. J. 
J. i, c. xxi.) Deduct 18 from 37, or 15 from 34, and the remain- 

| TW DIO 4 113M ap 
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der will be 19, the number of years which paſſed between the com- 
mencement of the work and the death of Herod. Herod is by ſome 
ſuppoſed to have died near a year, by others near two years, after the 
birth of Chrift. And our Saviour is ſaid (Luke iii. 23.) to have 
been abour thirty years of age when he began his public miniſtry ; 
that is, he was either turned of 29, or of 30 Tears. So that accor- 
ding as we take one or two years from 29, or from 30, we ſhall have 
27, 28, or 29, for the years which paſſed from the death of Herod to 
the time when our Saviour met the Jews in the temple. Taking the 
medium, which is 28, and adding to 19, we ſhall have juſt 47 years 
ſince the temple was begun; and from that time wofkmen had been 
continually employed upon it, arid long after, as appears from Jo- 


ſeph. Antiq. I. xx. c. ix. The Jews therefore might well ſay that 


their temple had been forty and ſix years in building, ſpeaking ex- 
cluſtvely of the current year, 


[G} * MeyeAy cen! n Oba TY 018 rarx, 71 w/e reg 11 pr. 


That our own tranlators did not diſapprove of this mode of tranſ- 
lation is evident from Ruth iii. 10. Where they have rendered 


wem 15 * TT nat'n — © Thou haſt ſhewed MORE 
kindneſs 1N THE LATTER END THAN AT THE BEGINNING,” The 


Greek uniformly as before — Hya via TO ch 0'0u To con urep To 
W pcorey. 

[H] I muſt here take leave to add what I had in ſome _ 
overlooked before, though it ſeems of great weight i in deciding the 
matter in queſtion. In the two verſes preceding the text, God, in 
order to encourage the people to proceed vigorouſly with the build- 
ing, repeatedly aſſures them of his continued preſence among 


them. © Yet now be ſtrong, O Zerubbabel, ſaith the Logo, and 
« be ſtrong, O Joſhua, ſon of Joſedech, the high prieſt, and be 


ce ſtrong, all ye people of the land, faith the Lorp, and work; ror 


« 1 AM WITH YOU, faith the Lord of hoſts. According to the word 


that I covenanted with you when ye came out of Egypt, ſo my 
© SPIRIT REMAINETH AMONG YOU; fear ye not,” If we turn to 


«Exod, 


« give a much greater bleſſing, I will give peace. 
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Exod. xxix. 45. we ſhall' find. the word of promiſe alluded to 
cc And J will dwell among the children of Iſrael, and will be their 
God.“ But it is alſo to be obſerved, that in the ſame Chapter, ver. 42, 
43. God had juſt before ſpoken of his © meeting with the children 
« of Iſrael in the tabernacle, and of its being ſanctified with his 
glory; which undoubtedly muſt mean the cloud of glory, the 
ſymbol of his preſence, which filled frſt the tabernacle, Exod. x1.. 
34. as it afterwards did the temple of Solomon. But as it was na- 
tural enough, when this glory was withdrawn, for the people to 
doubt whether God's preſence was with them as formerly; therefore; 
after he had once aſſured: them that he was ſtill with them, he adds 
again by way of confirmation, my ſpirit. remaineth among you: 
fear ye not.” As if he had, ſaid, * Though, ye no longer ſee the 
« manifeſtation of my glory among you, as in the former temple, 
« yet do not fear that I have forſaken you; for I am ſtill ſpiritually 
« preſent as much as. ever, and the. influence of my power is at hand 
ce for your guard and Protection. Then follows with much pro- 
priety, Vet once again, after a little time, ye ſhall ſee a viſible ma- 


nifeſtation : of my glory in my.temple, when he who is, the deſire 


« of all nations ſhall come.; and the glory he ſhall bring with him 
« ſhall be greater than ever filled the temple before ; and moreover 
« inſtead of gold and ſilver, which I could give if I would, I will 
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